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ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (NAME AND ADDRESS) 



TELEPHONE 



ATTORNEY FOR INAMEI 



SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF SAN MATEO 

400 County Center 
Redwood City, CA 94063-1655 



Plaintiff: 



Defendant: 



7-c /<J /./ftWe^- 



ft 



■f 



JUDGMENT AFTER TRIAL BY COURT 
DEFENDANT FAILING TO APPEAR 



FOR COURT USE ONLY 



FILED 

SAN MATEO COUNTY 




CASE NUMBER 



This cause came on regularly for trial on the day of 0 , 20 0 < in Department , of 

the above entitled Court, the Honorable £■ gfcfc^tT /V»r@4/^ , Judge presiding, 

^PAJ 1<(^>/v%^"^- appearing as attorney for Plaintiff, 

and Defendant -T^ L> - failing to 

appear, and proof having first been made to the satisfaction of the Court that said Defendant had 15 days' 
notice of such trial, and a jury trial having been duly waived, the Court having heard the testimony and 
considered the evidence, and findings of fact and conclusions of law not being required, the Court now 
orders the following Judgment: 

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Plaintiff ^Pf^ )^&~ fc*\£ {< ~~ 



have and recover from Defendant _ 

at* 



the sum of S /Ob. OOP , principal 



$. 



interest, and £ /O, dOO 
* Total S /IP, ^ 



attorney fees, together with costs in the sum of 



DATED: 



tO/f/?/ 




/ JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 



JUDGMENT AFTER TRIAL BY COURT 



STATE Of CAUPOHMlA 
COUNTY OP SAN MATBO 



} 



3S. 




L John C RttOD. the Clerk of ihc SUPW"" Conn of the above 
entitled County do Iwrtbv certify rhat inc lt.T«oinj u ■ MB. true 
and correct copy of tV orfginal on ni« in my uince. and that I have 
carefully comnartfl same with the original 

Witness mv nand and seal ol and Superior Court 



Thi> 



Clerk of/tic Superior 



By. 



superior 'QgKMtGmmtt. Gximyyf 
/ Deputy 



I San Matoo 
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WILLIAM H. DAILEY, SB#125141 
Attorney at Law 
8749 Holloway Drive 
West Hollywood, CA 90069 \ 



310 652 1462 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
RONALD KRAMER 



SAN MATEO COUNTY 

OCT 1 9 2000 



DEPUTY CLCFlK 



SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF SAN MATEO 



RONALD KRAMER, an individual. 
Plaintiff, 



v. 



HADI GHANDOUR, an individual, 
GENAPHARM, INC., a corporation, and 
Does 1-20, 



Defendants 



CASE NO 



414B2S 



COMPLAINT FOR BREACH OF CONTRACT 
and FRAUD; REQUEST FOR PUNITIVE 
DAMAGES; REQUEST FOR JURY TRIAL 



summons Issued 



Plaintiff, RONALD KRAMER (hereinafter "KRAMER"), for claims against Defendants, 
HADI GHANDOUR, an individual, GENAPHARM, INC., a corporation, and Does 1-20, states 
and alleges as follows: 

L 

Parties, Jurisdiction and Venue 

1. Plaintiff, RONALD "RON" KRAMER ("KRAMER"), is an individual doing 
business in the County of San Mateo County, California. Plaintiff is in the business of 
formulating, manufacturing, marketing and distributing dietary supplements. 

2. GENAPHARM, INC. ("GI"), upon information and belief, is a business entity of 
unknown form, which did business with Plaintiff in the State of California. At all times relevant 
to this complaint, GI was doing business within San Mateo County, California. Among other 
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things, GI contracted with KRAMER to formulate and market dietary supplement products. 

3. HADI GHANDOUR ("GHANDOUR") is an individual who at all times relevant 
to this complaint did business in San Mateo County, California. On information and belief, 
GHANDOUR is the owner and manager of GI. 

4. Plaintiff is not currently aware of the identity of other defendants and thereby 
names them as Does 1-20. Upon discovering their identity. Plaintiff will name them as parties to 
this complaint. 

5. The court has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to CCP Section 410.10 because 
all parties contractually bound themselves to jurisdiction of the San Mateo County court system 
in paragraph 7 of the Contract, a true and correct copy of which is attached as Exhibit A. 

6. Venue of this action is proper in San Mateo County, California, pursuant to 
paragraph 7 of the Contract, a true and correct copy of which is attached as Exhibit A. 

II. 

Statement of Facts 

7. In December 1998, Plaintiff and Defendants entered into a contractual 
arrangement ("the Contract") under which Hadi Ghandour of Genapharm Inc. agreed to various 
terms, among them a non-circumvention clause that required Genapharm and Ghandour to 
compensate Plaintiff for any contacts and avenues of distribution brokered or introduced by 
Plaintiff to Defendants. A true and correct copy of the Contract is attached as Exhibit A. 

8. According to the Contract, paragraph 8, "Hadi Ghandour agrees that any contacts 
or avenues of distribution learned by himself during this joint venture shall remain the proprietary 
property of Ron Kramer for all time and any additional product, information or ideas shall be 
brokered through Ron Kramer in similar fashion. Hadi Ghandour agrees not to circumvent Ron 
Kramer in any aspect of these dealings and agrees to pay compensation should such an event take 
place." 

9. In December, 1999, Plaintiff introduced one of Defendants' products, Adrenalin, 
to PUMP Magazine. Within a short period of time. Defendants had circumvented Plaintiff 
completely and admitted to such behavior. Despite a promise to abide by the Contract, 

SEA_DOCS:5 19689.1 _2- 
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Defendants continued their circumvention. To date, Defendants have not paid any commissions 
to Plaintiff from the sales of Adrenalin. Additionally, Defendants have sold their products named 
Impact 250, Androtropin, and Esik-Clean through PUMP magazine. Defendants have not paid 
any compensation to Plaintiff for those sales either Finally, Defendants' actions have destroyed 
Plaintiff s relationship with PUMP magazine, costing him sales and income. 

DDL 

First Claim for Relief: Breach of Contract 

10. Plaintiff realleges the facts contained in paragraphs 1 through 9 above, and further 
alleges as follows: 

11. In breach of their contractual obligations to KRAMER, Defendants have failed to 
pay KRAMER compensation from the sales of Adrenalin and other products made through 
PUMP Magazine. 

12. As a result of that breach, KRAMER has been damaged as may be proved at the 
time of trial 

IV. 

Second Claim For Relief: Fraud 

13 Plaintiff realleges the facts contained in paragraphs 1 through 12 above, and 
further alleges as follows: 

14. Defendants, and each of them, entered into contract negotiations with Plaintiff 
with the intention of falsely and fraudulently inducing Plaintiff to reveal his trade secrets. 

15. Defendants, and each of them, knew at the time of the contract negotiations that 
they would not comply with the terms of the new contracts However, Defendants, and each of 
them, represented otherwise in order to induce Plaintiff to contract with Defendants, and each of 
them. These misrepresentations were made with actual malice and the intent to deprive Plaintiff 
of trade secrets and monies rightfully belonging to Plaintiff and to otherwise intentionally cause 
injury to Plaintiff 

16. Defendants, and each of them, immediately breached numerous terms of the new 
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contracts, including without limitation, failing to compensate Plaintiff for the sales his 
introductions had generated and circumventing Plaintiffs relationship with PUMP magazine. 

17. Plaintiff relied on the language of the Contract in doing business with Defendants 
This reliance was justified and resulted in damage to Plaintiff, in an amount which is presently 
unknown, but will be proceed at the time of trial. 

18. Plaintiff hereby requests a jury trial. 



Plaintiff, KRAMER, prays for entry of judgment against all Defendants, as follows: 

A. For judgment in the amount as may be proved at the time of trial, together with 
interest on all amounts owed at the applicable statutory rate. 

B. For punitive damages pursuant to CC Section 3294; 

C. For award to KRAMER of his costs and reasonable attorneys' fees incurred in 
connection with this dispute, and 

D. For such other and further relief as the court finds just under the circumstances. 



V. 

Prayer for Relief 



DATED this-AB8*w* jb 2000. 




William H. Dailey, CSBA 
Attorney at Law j 
Counsel for Plaintiff, RONALD KRAMER 
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REC£iV£D U'J 
MIGHT CE70SITURY 

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLpCO? NOV -I* PM 5: 30 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
SUITE 700 
2375 EAST CAMELBACK ROAD 
PHOENIX. ARIZONA 85016 
(602) 445-411100 



Joel E. Sannes, #015999 
Kristine Kunkel, #02 1 876 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Kramers 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 




RONALD KRAMER AND 
LEILLA KRAMER, 



Plaintiffs. 



v. 



ANTONIO FORRER AND 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION, 

Defendant. 



No. 
SUMMONS 



CV2002-020739 



IF YOU WANT THE ADVICE OF A 
LAWYER AND DON'T KNOW ONE, YOU MAY 
WISH TO CALL THE LAWYER REFERRAL SERVICE 
AT 257-4434. LRS IS SPONSORED BY THE 
MARICOPA COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 



TO: Roadruoner Construction 



YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to appear and defend within the 
t.me applicable m this , actior > in this Court. If served with£ P Aiizona yo ?sh2 appear 
and defend within 20 days after the service of the Summons and Complaint upon vou 
^± S,V K° f lhe t da y of serv «S- e *J* served out of the State Arizona ~X her K d££ 

Cert,fled £fft °c T by P ublication " shall appear and defend 
within, 30 days after the service of the Summons and Complaint upon vou is como ete 
exclusive of the day of service. Where process is served upon the P ArizCL D Sr of- 
lnsurance as an insurer's attorney to receive service of legal process agains?" in mis sta te 
?ft P r m d^ er n S f h f r be . reQ . u ' red lo u aeP?«. answer or pleaS until expiration o 40 days 
SfhnSrt. Q, S V Ch f e A mCe Up0n the P'rector. Service by registered or certified mail 
XSTw ° f SPBW COm ? leIe 30 ^ after *e <late of fili ne the receipted 
affidavit of service with the Court. Service by publication is complete 30 davs after toe 
date of first publication Direct service is complete when made. Service upon the 
Arizona Motor Vehicle Superintendent is complete 30 days after filing Te AffiSJvit of 
Compliance and return receipt or Officer's Rerurn. A.R.C.P 4; A.R.S. §§ 20-22? ° 8 50° 



PHX_DOCS: 1288839.2 



within ^ 1 ? EI ^ BY ^ 0TIFI U ED } h * *> case of your failure to appear and defend 
deeded" TX^^ * **** *** * ™ ^ f ° r ^ « 

YOU ARE CAUTIONED that in order to appear and defend vou must file an 
Answer or proper response in writing with the Clerk of this court, accompaS bv tK 
necessary Hung fee, with.n the time required, and you are required to serve a copy of am 
ARCpT reSp ° nSe Up ° n the Plamt ' ffs attorney. A.R.(?.P. 10(d); A.RS §12-31? 

>u Rec l ue f ts for reasonable accommodation for persons with disabilities must be made 
proce e edm U g Aifcp"* () ^ & adVanCe ° f 3 scheduled court 

The name and address of plaintiffs attorney is: 

Joel E. Sannes. Esq. 
GREENBERG TRAURIG. LLP 
2375 East Camelback, Suite 700 
Phoenix, Arizona 85016 
(602) 445-8000 /I 

cLK. JEANES, CLERK 




O. NELSON 



Deputy Clerk 
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GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

sum: 700 

2375 EAST CAME1.BACK ROAD 
PHOENIX. ARIZONA 85016 
(6021445-8000 



Joel E. Sannes, #015999 
Kristine Kunkel, #021876 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Kramers 



R cCE/V£o CCC 
:t "°»r DEPOSITORY 



BYD - KELSON, DEP 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 




TO, 



RONALD KRAMER AND 
LEILLA KRAMER, 



Plaintiffs, 



v. 



No. 



CV2QQ2-020739 



COMPLAINT: BREACH OF 
CONTRACT 



ANTONIO FORRER AND 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION. 

Defendant. 



Plaintiffs, by and through their undersigned attorneys, allege the following as and 
for their Complaint in this matter: 

PARTIES, VENUE. AND JURISDICTION 

1. Plaintiffs Ronald Kramer and Leilla Kramer ("the Kramers"), are Arizona 
residents who reside in Maricopa County. 

2. Defendant, Antonio Forrer. is a licensed Arizona contractor who works and 
resides in Maricopa County. Forrer does bus.ness as a sole proprietor under the trade 
name Roadrunner Construction ("Roadrunner"). 
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3. The matters complained of herein occurred in Maricopa County, and the 
subject of this action concerns property located in Maricopa County, all of which make 
venue in this court appropriate. 

4. The amount in controversy meets or exceeds the limits for Superior Court 
actions, making jurisdiction in this Court appropriate. 

COMPLAINT: BREACH OF CONTRACT 

5. The Kramers incorporate the allegations in each preceding paragraph of this 
Complaint as if fully incorporated in this paragraph of the Complaint. 

6. On or about July 23. 2002. Forrer. doing business as Roadrunner, entered 

into a contract with the Kramers. In the agreement, Forrer agreed to provide masonry 
improvements to the Kramers' home, including but not limited to constructing a beehive 
fireplace, constructing a permanent outdoor bar, and placing flagstone decking around the 
patio area. The July 23, 2002 Contract is attached hereto as Exhibit "A." In addition, 
Forrer agreed to install a concrete patio/walkway at the front entrance to the Kramers' 
home. 

7. During the course of construction, Ronald Kramer and Forrer marked out 
the layout and configuration of the beehive fireplace. The fireplace was to have layout 
that oriented the fireplace toward an outdoor patio and seating area. 

8. As it was built, the orientation of the fireplace was toward an exterior wall 
of the Kramers' residence. Because the fireplace had been built in a manner that did not 
conform to the agreement, Ronald Kramer demanded that it he repaired. Forrer 
acknowledged that the fireplace had been built incorrectly, but refused to repair or 
reconstruct the fireplace without being paid to demolish and rebuild the fireplace. 

9. The Kramers refused to pay for the repair or reconstruction of the fireplace 
as Forrer was and is contractually obligated to repair or reconstruct it at his expense. 

10. Because the Kramers demanded that Forrer repair or reconstruct the 
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fireplace at his own expense. Forrer abandoned the unfinished project leaving a mass of 
construction waste, including but not limited to broken pallets, site debris, and a large 
five-foot pile of sand that was dumped in the Kramers' driveway. The beehive fireplace 
was not repaired or reconstructed, and remains incomplete in any event. The outdoor 
barbecue and bar area is also incomplete. Further, Forrer did not install all of the 
flagstone decking, and what flagstone was installed is not grouted nor is it sealed, so that 
pieces of flagstone are being broken and are being worn and discolored by weathering. 

11. After abandoning the property, Forrer left other defects on the Kramers' 
property. These other defects include but are not limited to: 

a. The benches around the fireplace are incorrect and in violation of the 
parties' agreement; 

b. Forrer damaged a newly built block wall by chipping various parts of 
the stucco wall; 

c. Forrer cracked the concrete slab in the driveway while unloading or 
loading flagstone for the decking; and 

d. The concrete patio/entryway is cracked and is in need of repair. 

12. The Kramers have made demand on Forrer to complete the project and 
correct all defects. Forrer, to this date, has refused to complete the project and COITeCt the 
defects. 

I. Forrer's abandonment of the project, and his failure to repair defects, is a 
breach of his agreement with the Kramers and is a breach of the implied warranty of good 
workmanship inherent in every construction contract in Arizona. The Kramers have been 
damaged by said breach in an amount to be proven at trial, which damages include but are 
not limited to cost of repair, dimunution in value, and/or loss of use of property. 

14. This matter arises out of a breach of contract. 
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THEREFORE, as the Kramers have fully pleaded their Complaint herein, they 
request that the Court grant them relief as follows: 

(a) That the Court award the Kramers their special, general and consequential 
damages for Forrer's breach of Contract, including breach of the express 
agreements between the parties and breach of the implied warranty of good 
workmanship inherent in every construction contract in Arizona ; 
That the Court declare that Forrer has materially breached his obligation to 
the Kramers under the Contract; 

That the Court award the Kramers their costs of litigation pursuant to A.R.S. 
§ 12-341, and that it award the Kramers their attorneys' fees pursuant to 
A.R.S. § 12-341.01; 

That the Court award post-judgment interest on all amounts due and owing 
the Kramers from the date of entry of judgment until paid in full; and 
For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and appropriate. 



(b) 
(c) 



(d) 
(e) 



DATED this 



is ffi^ day of October, 2002. 



GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 



By: 




Joel E. Sannes 
Kristine A. Kunkel 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Kramers 
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GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
SUITE 700 
I37S BAST CAMELHACK ROAD 
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85016 
(602) 445-8000 



Joel E. Sannes, #015999 
Kristine Kunkel, #021876 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Kramers 



NICHAti R. JtAitfcv. 

RECEIVED CCC 
NIGHT DEPOSITORY 

?00? OCT 2U PH. 8: 0l» 



FILED 
BY D. NELSON, DEP 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 



RONALD KRAMER AND 
LEILLA KRAMER, 



No. 



CV2002-020739 



Plaintiffs. 



v. 



ANTONIO FORRER AND 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION, 

Defendant. 



CERTIFICATE OF COMPULSORY 
ARBITRATION 

(Subject to Arbitration) 



The undersigned certifies that the largest award sought by the complainant, 
including punitive damages, but excluding interest, attorneys' fees and costs, does not 
exceed the limits set by Local Rule for compulsory arbitration. This case is subject to the 
Uniform Rules of Procedure for Arbitration. This certificate is based on the current 
estimate of Plaintiffs' damages, but in the event Plaintiffs' damages exceed S50.000.00, 
Plaintiffs reserve the right to amend this certificate and/or seek damages in excess of 
S50,000.00. 



PHX.DOCS: 1 288666 | 



5 
6 



DATED ihis^tday of October. 2002. 



GREENBERG TRAURJG. LLP 
Bv: ^kj/l-tjj 



Joel E. Sanncs 
Kristine A. Kunkel 
Auorneys for Plaintiffs Kramers 
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GREENBERG TRAUR1G, LLP 

ATTORNEVS AT LAW 
SUITE 700 
1375 EAST CAME1.BACK ROAD 
PHOENIX. ARIZONA 85016 
l602)445-«000 



RECEIVED ICC 
HIGHT DrPOSlTORY 

mtw PH 5= 30 



Joel E. Sannes, #015999 
Kristine Kunkel. #021876 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Kramers 



ORIGINAL 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 



RONALD KRAMER AND 
LEILLA KRAMER, 



Plaintiffs, 



v. 



ANTONIO FORRER AND 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION, 

Defendant. 



N °' CV2002-020739 

SUMMONS 



If YOU WANT THE ADVICE OF A 
i AWYER AND DON'T KNOW ONE, YOU MAY 

V1SH 10 CALL THE LAWYER REFERRAL SERVICE 
Ai LRS IS SPONSORED BY THE 

MARlfiOPA COUNTY B*S ASSOCIATION 



TO: Antonio Forrer 



YOI I ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to appear and defend within the 
JLiliihiiin Section in this Court. If served within Arizona, you shall appear 

s^rv^ce ov registered or certified mail, or by publication -- you shall appear and defend 
28-503. 
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YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that in case of your failure to appear and defend 
within the time applicable, judgment by default may be rendered against you for the relief 
demanded in the Complaint. 

YOU ARE CAUTIONED that in order to appear and defend, you musl file an 
Answer or proper response in writing with the Clerk of this court, accompanied by the 
nTce^san fi^ine fee. within the time required, and you are required tc .serve a copy of any 
^swe^or response upon the Plaintiffs attorney. A.R.C.P. 10(d): A.R.S. §12-311, 

A.R.C.P. 5. 

Requests for reasonable accommodation for persons with disabilities must be made 
to the court by parties at least three (3) working days in advance of a scheduled court 
proceeding. A.R.C.P. 4. 

The name and address of plaintiffs attorney is: 

Joel E. Sannes, Esq. 
GREENBERG TRAUR1G, LLP 
2375 East Camelback. Suite 700 
Phoenix. Arizona 85016 
(602) 445-8000 



SIGNED A 




'OCT 2 4 2002 

ED this date: 

ftELK. JEAWES, CLERK 



D, NELSON 



PHX D0CS:I288S39.1 



FILED 

»N0V-5 flM ||: 1,9 

IN THE ARIZONA SUPERIOR COURT 
STATE OF ARIZONA 
COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

RONALD KRAMER AND LEILLA KRAMER 

ANTONIO FORRER AND ROADRUNNER 



CLIENT FILE NO. 
58650.010300 



CASE NO. CV 2002-020739 
JUDGE 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 



STATE OF ARIZONA ) 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCT I ON ; PLAINTIFFS" OFFER OF JUDGMENT 



from GREENBERG TRAURIG, P.C and 
% fain^naoceTpersonany served a copy of each decent H*M above upon: 
ANTONIO FORRER 



on 10/29/02 at 8:00 am at 42656 N. SURBURBAN AVE. 
QUEEN CREEK, AZ 85242 MARICOPA COUNTY 
in the manner shown below: 
in person. 



Description: CAU, Male. Approx. 30 yrs. of age, 5« 9" tall, Weighing I601bs.. 
BROWN Hair, 




f\As\ 



SAM GOODMfltT Affiant 
Subscribed and sworn. to before me the Oct 30, 2002 



Mich< 



before me tne ucl ju. cwc 

azzTi I U Notary 




tflCHELLh VAZZI = 



NCTAR V PUBLIC-ARIZONA 
MARICOPA COUNTY_ 



INC. 



10 W. MADISON STREET 
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85003 
SERVICE OF PROCESS $ 15.00 (602) 258-8081 FAX (602) 258-8864 



AFFIDAVIT/NOTARY FEE j 8-00 
TOTAL $ 23.00 



ORIGINAL 



INV. # 484602 GREOO 07 



FILED 



IN THE ARIZONA SUPERIOR COURT 
STATE OF ARIZONA 
COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

RONALD KRAMER AND LEILLA KRAMER 

ANTONIO FORRER AND ROADRUNNER 



" ; ^9 CLIENT FILE NO. 

58650.010300 



CASE NO. CV 2002-020739 
JUDGE 



AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 



STATE OF ARIZONA ) 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA) orivate process server registered 

THE AFFIANT, being sworn, states: That I ™* pn J" e X 2 5/02 1 received the 

KSShER cSs?RWt1oS : PLAINTIFFS' OFFER OF JUDGMENT 



from GREENBERG TRAUR1G, P-C. and 
% ^MnstanceTpersonally S er,ed a copy of each oocunent tMM above upon. 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION 

on 10/29/02 at 8:00 am at 42656 K. SURBURBAN AVE. 
QUEEN CREEK, AZ 85242 MARICOPA COUNTY 
in the manner shown below: 

by leaving true copy(ies) of the above documents with 
ANTONIO FORRER 



STATED AUTHORIZED TO ACCEPT 

Description: CAU, Male, Aoprox. 30 yrs. of age, 5' 9" tall, Weighing 1601bs.. 
BROWN Hair, 



SAM GOODMAN 5™?*"* 
Subscribed and sworn to ^before me the Oct 30,^ 2002 



SERVICE OF PROCESS S 15.00 
MILES 46 $ H0.40 

AFFIDAVIT/NOTARY FEE 1 



ORIGINAL 



8.00 



TOTAL S 133.40 



Michelle Yazzie 



Notary 




MICHELLE YAZZIE 
NOTARY PUBLIC-ARIZONA 

ITY 



INC. 



PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85003 

(602) 258-8081 FAX (602) 258-8864 
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GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
SUITE 700 
2375 EAST CAMELBACK ROAD 
PHOENIX. ARIZONA 85016 
(602) 445-8000 



FILED 



MICHAEL K. JEANES Cleik 

Bv J. /jUoMjl* 
Deputy 



Lynda R. Vescio, #022074 
Attorneys for Ronald Kramer 
and Lei I la Kramer 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

No. CV2002-020739 



RONALD KRAMER AND 
LE1LLA KRAMER, 



Plaintiffs, 



v. 



ANTONIO FORRER AND 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION, 

Defendant. 



[Proposed] 
ORDER 



The Court, having reviewed Plaintiffs Ex Parte Application For Greenberg 
TraurigTo Withdraw As Counsel Of Record, and Plaintiff having consented thereto, and 
good cause appearing therefor, 

IT IS ORDERED that the Application is GRANTED; and 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in accordance with Arizona Rule of Civil 
Procedure 5.1, Greenberg Traurig shall give prompt notice of the entry of this Order Jo all 
parties and their attorneys, along with the name and residence of Plaintiff. 




Honorable Anna M. Baca 
Superior Court Judge 
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Office Distribution 



SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 
MARICOPA COUNTY 



■♦FILED** 



4/7/2004 



Clerk of the Couri 



4/3/2004 



COURT ADMINISTRATION 



Ct. Admin 
Deputy 



Case Number. CV2002-020739 

Ronald Kramer 

V. 

Antonio Forrer 

The Honorable Anna Baca is the assigned judge to this action. 



Court records reflect this case was previously place or extended on the Inactive Calendar for 
dismissal per Rule 38.1 (d), Arizona Rule of Civil Procedure, unless specified action was taken 
before a certain date. The date has passed, and the specified action has not been taken. IT IS 
THEREFORE ORDERED dismissing all unadjudicated claims of this case without prejudice for 
lack of prosecution. 



JUDGMENT OF DISMISSAL 




SPECIAL COMMISSIONER 



47 - ME Judgment ot Dismissal Lack ol Prosecutor Report Version (CV027B 1 .0.1} 



Saturday. 3 April, 2004 
Page 1 ol 1 



ROBERT H. KREUTZER # 13041 
4723 East Desert Park Place 
Paradise Valley, AZ 85253 
Telephone (480) 367-9073 
Fax No. (480) 483-8766 
email rkreutzer2@cox.net 
Arbitrator 



mate * m®> fiflw 
RECPi^n.ccc 
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FILED 
BY O. CARDENAS, DEP. 



SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 
MARICOPA COUNTY 



RONALD KRAMER, 
Plaintiff, 



ANTONIO FORRER, 

Defendant 



No. CV2002-020739 



MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 
CONTINUING HEARING 



MEMORANDUM DECISION: 

The following facts appear based on representations made by the parties to the 

Arbitrator: 

. Plaintiff Ronald Kramer has consented in writing to the withdrawal of his present 

counsel (Ms. Lynda Vescio-Rupp, of Greenberg, Traurig LLP), but application has not 

yet been made to the Court allowing the withdrawal. 
. Mr. Kramer has presented a settlement proposal to defendant's counsel, Doug 

Wymore, Esq., but the proposal has not yet been forwarded by Mr. Wymore to his 

client. 

. The parties desire to file briefs as to the effect on this arbitration of a cenain 
"Contractors' Board" decision said to have been entered on June 9, 2003. 



• Both parties request a continuance of the hearing now scheduled for June 24. 

The Arbitrator is persuaded to grant a continuance of the hearing based solely 
on the belated withdrawal of Mr. Kramer's counsel. The existence of a settlement proposal 
does not convince the Arbitrator to grant a continuance. There has been ample time to make 
settlement proposals, and there remains the opportunity to make further proposals right up to 
and in fact through the hearing and even beyond. The hearing should not be delayed on that 
account. The Arbitrator also is not convinced that the hearing should be delayed by reason of 
the June 9 decision. There has been time for both parties to have seen the possible effect of 
the decision on the forthcoming hearing and to make presentations to the Arbitrator in the 

memoranda due prior to the hearing. 

Nevertheless, lacking knowledge of the circumstances of the withdrawal of 
Mr. Kramer's counsel (a matter which might be dealt with on another day), the Arbitrator is 
persuaded that Mr. Kramer should not be required to go forward without additional time 
either to obtain new counsel or to obtain the file himself and prepare for the briefing and the 
hearing. 

The parties are reminded that there is an outstanding order of the Court 
requiring the filing, on or before July 21 , 2003, of either a Motion to Set and Certificate of 
Readiness or an Appeal from Arbitration and Motion to Set. The arbitrator is without power 
to alter that date. 
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ORDER: 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the hearing in this matter presently 
scheduled for Tuesday, June 24, 2003 be and hereby is continued to Wednesday, July 2, 2003, 
at 9:30 a.m., at a place to be advised by further notice to the parties. 
Dated: June 20, 2003 




Arbitrator 



Original mailed for filing and 
copies mailed on June 21, 2003 to: 

Mr. Ronald Kramer 

3941 E Chandler Blvd. #106-212 

Phoenix, AZ 85048 

Plaintiff in propria persona 

Doug Wymore, Esq. 
398 S Mill Ave, Suite 210 
Tempe, AZ 85281 
Attorney for Defendant 




Robert H. Kreutzer 
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ARB. DEPARTMENT 
RECEIVED 



JUN 2 4 2QfJ3 
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ROBERT H. KRELiTZER # 13041 
4723 East Desert Park Place 

Paradise Valley, AZ 85253 FILED 
Telephone (480) 367-9073 BY 0. CARDENAS DEP 

Fax No. (480) 483-8766 ' 
email rkreutzer2@cox.net 
Arbitrator 

SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 
MARICOPA COUNTY 



RONALD KRAMER, 
Plaintiff. 

v. 

ANTONIO FORRER, 
Defendant 



No. CV2002-020739 



NOTICE REGARDING 
HEARING 



TO RONALD KRAMER, PLAINTIFF PRO PER, AND TO COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the parties are directed to file with the 
arbitrator, by close of business on Friday, June 27, a hearing memorandum setting forth the 
issues expected to be tried in this matter. The memorandum is also to be served on the 
opposing party or its counsel, as the case may be. 

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that the hearing in the above matter, 
now rescheduled for July 2, 2003, commencing at 9:30 a.m., will be held at the office of the 
Slate Bar of Arizona. South Mountain Room, 18 lh floor, 1 1 1 West Monroe, Phoenix, Arizona 
85003. The parties are requested to advise the arbitrator as to the expected length of the 
hearing. 



Daied: June 23, 2003 




Robert H. Kreutzer, 
Arbitrator 



Original mailed for filing on June 23, 2003; 
copies faxed and mailed 
on June 23, 2003 to: 

Mr. Ronald Kramer 

3941 E. Chandler Blvd. #106-212 

Phoenix, AZ 85048 

fax no. (480) 704-7537 

Plaintiff in propria persona 

Doug Wymore, Esq. 
398 S Mill Ave, Suite 210 
Tempe, AZ 85281 
fax no. (480) 966-6902 
Attorney for Defendant 



ARB. DEPARTMENT 
RECEIVED 



JUN 2 4 20TB 




Robert H. Kreutzer 
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ROBERT H. KREUTZER # 13041 
4723 East Desert Park Place 
Paradise Valley, AZ 8S253 
Telephone (480) 367-9073 
Fax No. (480) 483-8766 
email rkreutzer2@cox.net 
Arbitrator 



FILED 

BY E. LEE, DEP 



SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 
MARICOPA COUNTY 



RONALD KRAMER, 
Plaintiff, 

v. 

ANTONIO FORRER, 
Defendant 



No. CV2002-020739 



NOTICE REGARDING 
HEARING 



TO ALL COUNSEL: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Counsel are directed to file with the arbitrator, 
by close of business on Friday, June 20, a hearing memorandum setting forth the issues 
expected to be tried in this matter. The memorandum is also to be served on opposing 
counsel. 

Dated: June 17, 2003 



ARB. DEPARTMENT 
RECEIVED 





Robert H. Kreutzer, 
Arbitrator 



Original mailed for filing on June 18, 2003; 
copies faxed on June 1 7, 2003 and mailed 
on June 18, 2003 to: 

Ms. Lynda Vescio-Rupp 
Greenberg, Traurig LLP 
2375 East Camelback Road 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 
fax no. (602)445-8100 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Doug Wymore, Esq. 
398 S Mi II Ave, Suite 210 
Ternpe, AZ 85281 
fax no. (480) 966-6902 

Attorney for Defendant 




Robert H. Kreutzer 



wi5618.arb 



2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
JI 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 



GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
SUITE 700 
2375 EAST CAMELBACK ROAI) 
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 8S0I6 
(602) 44S-8000 
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FILED 
BYL. SANDERS 



Lynda R. Vescio, #022074 
Attorneys for Ronald Kramer 
and Leila Kramer 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 



RONALD KRAMER AND 
LEILLA KRAMER. 



Plaintiffs, 



v. 



ANTONIO FORRER AND 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION, 

Defendant. 



No. CV2002-020739 



EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
GREENBERG TRAURIG TO 
WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL OF 
RECORD 



(Assigned to the Hon. Anna M Baca) 



Pursuant to Arizona Rule of Civil Procedure 5.1, Plaintiffs Ronald Kramer and 
Leilla Kramer ("Kramer"), by and through their undersigned attorneys, hereby move for 
an order that the law firm Greenberg Traurig, LLP may withdraw as counsel of record for 
Kramer in the above-referenced matter. Ronald Kramer, on his own behalf and on behalf 
of his wife, Leilla Kramer, has consented to Greenberg Traurig's withdrawal, as evidenced 
by his signature below. An arbitration hearing date has been set for June 24, 2003. 

The withdrawal is sought on the basis that Plaintiff has elected to proceed with the 
above-referenced mater without counsel. Plaintiff has been fully advised, both orally and 
in writing, of the risks involved with proceeding both with and without counsel, and that 



\\pl:x-srvOI\l<J0705iv01 




Defendant is currently represented by counsel. Plaintiff desires to proceed in this matter 
on his own behalf, without further representation by Greenberg Traurig. 

If this Application is granted, then pleadings, notices, communications, and other 
information should be directed to: 

Ronald Kramer 
3941 E. Chandler Boulevard, #106212 
Phoenix, Arizona 85048 
Ph: (480) 704-7536 
Fax: (480) 704-7537 

Based on the foregoing, Kramer requests that Greenberg Traurig. LLP and attorney 
Lynda R. Vescio. and any other Greenberg. Traurig attorney of record in this matter, be 
permitted to withdraw as counsel of record for Kramer. A form of order is submitted 
herewith. 
CONS 




Ronald Kramer, individually and 
On behalf of Leilla Kramer 



i8\ 



DATED this day of June. 2003. 
GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 



Lynaax vescio 
Attorneys for Kramer 
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ORIGINAL of the foreeoine filed 
this JMgt da\ of June, 2003 with 
the Clerk of the Court and a copv 
h£.nd- delivered to Judge Baca. 
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GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
SUITE 700 
2375 EAST CAMELBACK ROAD 
PHOENIX. ARIZONA 85016 
(602) 445-8000 



Joel E. Sannes. #015999 
Kristine Kunkel, #021876 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Kramers 



filed. 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 



RONALD KRAMER AND 
LEILLA KRAMER 



Plaintiffs. 



v. 



ANTONIO FORRER AND 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION, 

Defendant. 



No. CV2002-020739 



APPLICATION FOR ENTRY OF 
DEFAULT AGAINST DEFENDANT 
ANTONIO FORRER AND 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION 



NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Plaintiffs Ronald Kramer and Leilla Kramer 
( the Kramers") are requesting the entry of default against Defendants ANTONIO 
FORRER and ROADRUNNDER CONSTRUCTION. 

In support of this Application, the KRAMERS have filed an Affidavit of Default 
with the Clerk of Maricopa County Superior Court. Pursuant to Rule 55(a) of the Arizona 
Rules of Civil Procedure, the KRAMERS mailed a copy of this Application to Defendants 
at the following address: 

Antonio Forrer 
42656 N. Surburban Avenue 
Queen Creek, Arizona 85242 



Forrer Construction 
42656 N. Surburban Avenue 
Queen Creek. Arizona 85242 

NOTE: If the party claimed to be in default fails to tile a responsive pleading 
or otherwise defend in this action within ten (10) days of the filing of this Application, a 
default will be entered against that party. 

DATED this 2D— day of November, 2002. 

GREENBERG TRAUR1G, LLP 

Bv: iu^(i}-^L iO ■ 
Kristine A. Kunkel 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 



ORIGINAL of the foregoing 

Filed this 2£^day of November. 2002 : with: 

Clerk of the Court 

Maricopa County Superior Court 

201 W.Jefferson 

Phoenix. AZ 85003-2205 

Antonio Forrer 

42656 N. Surburban Avenue 

Queen Creek, Arizona 85242 
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ROBERT H. KREUTZER # 13041 
4723 East Desert Park Place 
Paradise Valley, AZ 85253 
Telephone (480) 367-9073 
Fax No. (480) 483-8766 
email rkreutzer2@cox.net 
Arbitrator 




SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 
MARICOPA COUNTY 



RONALD KRAMER, 
Plaintiff, 

v. 

ANTONIO FORRER, 

Defendant 



No. CV2002-020739 



NOTICE OF ARBITRATION 
HEARING 



TO ALL COUNSEL: 



PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to agreemenl between the parties, 
Ihe hearing in the above matter will be held on June 24, 2003, commencing at 9:30 a.m. The 
hearing will be held at the office of the State Bar of Arizona, South Mountain Room, 18 lh 
floor, 111 West Monroe, Phoenix, Arizona 85003. 
Dated May 29, 2003 

ARB. DEPARTMENT 
RECEIVED 

JUN - 3 2003 




Arbitrator 



Original mailed for filing and copies mailed 
on May 30, 2003 to: 

Ms. Lynda Vescio-Rupp 
Greenberg, Traurig LLP 
2375 East Camelback Road 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Doug Wymore, Esq. 
398 S Mill Ave. Suite 210 
Tempe, AZ 85281 
Attorney for Defendant 

Courtesy copy to: 
Hon. Anna Baca 
Judge of Superior Court 
East Court Building Suite 81 1 
101 West Jefferson 
Phoenix AZ 85003 
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Dougias G. Wymore (N«. 6513) 
398 S. Mill Avenue, Suite 210 
Tempe, Arizona 85281 
(480) 966-6900 

Attorney for Defendants 



' FILED 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 



RONALD KRAMER and LEILLA KRAMER 



Plaintiffs 



vs. 



No. CV2002-020739 

CERTIFICATE OF 
ARBITRATION 



ANTONIO FORRER and 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION 

Defendants. 



Defendants Antonio Forrer and Roadrunner Construction ("Defendants") 
by and through their attorney undersigned, hereby certify that this matter is subject to 
compulsory arbitration, as the amount in controversy does not exceed $50,000. 



Dated this^_ day of November 2002. 




Douglate G. wympre 
Attorney for Defendants 




Copy of the forgoing 
mailed this -2k ' day of 
November, 2002 to: 



Joel Sannes 
Greenberg Traurig LLP 
Attorneys at Law 
Suite 700 

2375 E. Camelback Road 
Phoenix. AZ 85016 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
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: Office Distribution 



12/20/2002 



Case Number: CV2002-020739 



SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 
MARICOPA COUNTY 



COURT ADMINISTRATION 



••FILED** 

12/20/2002 
Clerk of the Court 



Cl. Admin 
Deputy 



Ronald Kramer 

V. 

Antonio Forrer 



The Honorable Roland Steinle is the assigned judge to this action. Contracts (Other). 

NOTICE OF APPOINTMENT OF ARBITRATOR 

Robert H Kreutzer (01304 1 ) has been selected to serve as arbitrator for the above - captioned case In 
accordance with (he Artzona Rules of Civil Procedure, an arb.trator may be excused from serv.ee upon a show.ng 
good cause by written application to the Arbitration Judge, ENDORSING ALL PARTIES [ Rule 73 (e) (!) 

"se [ Rule ^TeH^r ^ * "** ** ^ °* **" *** * jUdgC t0 ^ 

HblSSSf RU, k I 3 S ( S $idC 8* PerCmpl ° ry S,fike ±e b - v fJi "g 'be original 

Notice of Strike with the Clerk of Court within ten ( 1 0) days from the date of this Notice ENDORSING ALL 

PARTIES, THE ASSIGNED ARBITRATOR. AND CIVIL COURT ADMINISTRATION 

The ^rin g shall commence on or before 4/21/2003. one hundred and twenty days (120) from the date of this 
Nonce [ Rule 74 (b) ] The arb.trator may obtain the case file from the Clerk of Court's customer service 
locations in Phoenix or Mesa. The arbitrator s representative must produce thus Notice to check - out the file no 
sooner than lour (4) days prior to the hearing [ Rule 74 (I) J. 

Motions to Continue on the Inactive Calendar shall be referred to the judge assigned to the case. All other 
motions shall be referred to the arbitrator until arbitration proceedings arc concluded PARTIES ARF 
REMINDED THAT ORIGINALS OF ALL PLEADINGS SHALL BE FILED WITH THE CLERICS OFFICE 
AND COPIES FORWARDED TO THE ARBITRATOR RATHER THAN THE ASSIGNS JUDGE 



•ME: Notice of Appointmenl oi Arbitrator Report Version (CV0318 1.0.0) 



Tuesday. 17 December. 2002 
Page i of 1 



■— — " — 

Office Distribution 




SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 
MARICOPA COUNTS' 



3/29/2003 

CASE NUMBER: CV2002-020739 



COURT .ADMINISTRATION 



"'FILED** 

4/2/2003 
Clerk of ihe Court 

Cl. Admin 
Deputy 



Ronald Kramer 
V. 

Antonio Forrer 



The Judge assigned to this action is the Honorable Anna Baca 

150 DAY ORDER 

This action was filed more than 150 days ago. If there is any conflict between this order and anv order from the 
assigned judge^ihe as s igned judge s order governs. Thts order prov.des not.ee of requirements, pursuant to Rule 
38 1 . Arizona Rules of C.vu Procedure. Rule 38. 1 applies to all civil actions, including those subject to 
arbitration. J 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

Rule 38. 1 of the Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure will be strictly enforced. The parties shall file and serve on 
court and counsel the following documents: 

u*L& 31? l ?i Cl a " d Ceniflcale of Readi*** or an Appeal from Arbitration and Motion to Set on or 
betorc 1U 1/2003 fThe mot.on shall include an estimate of the length of trial) If Rule 38. 1 is not complied with 
the case wdl be placed on Inactive Calendar on the date shown above and it will be dismissed pursuant to Rule ' 
3b. I. without further notice, on or after 9/19/2003. * 

2. All parties' specific objections to witnesses and exhibits listed by other panics must be submitted with or 
stated in the Jo.nl Pretrial Statement. Reserving all objections to witnesses or exhib.ts until time of trial will not 
be per nut ted 

LATE DISCOVERY. A Motion to set and Certificate of Readiness certifies that the parties have 
completed or will have had a reasonable opportunity to complete discovery within 60 davs after the mot.on is 
filed. [Local Rule 3.4 and Rule 38. 1 ff) Amona Rule, of Civil Procedure] Discovery should be completed in 
accordance with the Rule 

IF THIS IS AN ARBITRATION CASE. If this case is subject to mandatory arbitration. Rule 74 (b) of 
the Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure cstabhshes the time for beginning the arbitration hearing In light of the 
deadlines establ.shed by Rule 38.1 (d) of the Ar.zona Rules of Civil Procedure, counsel should be sure that 
arbitraiors are timely appointed and that arbitrators complete the arbitration process within the time provided 
under Rule 38. 1 (d) for motions to set. As Rule 76(a) of the Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure provides an 
Appeal from Arbitration and Mot.on to Set for Trial serves in place of a Motion to Set and Certificate of 
Readiness under Rule 38.1 (a). Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure 
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Antonio Forrer 



sumn™f S £ I'f J° ^ ^ PR0CESS * haS ^ 30 * «™ <° "rvc the 

this order. PlatnttfT should send cop.es ,o each of .hern and retain a copy of the traasmtttal lener. 

A1 ; h TERNATr 7 E D,SPUTE RESOLUTION. Pursuant to Rule 16 (g,. Ar.z.R.Civ.P . counsel for the 

tae 2 FT ™ 7 rC$enlCd ^ C ° UnSeL Sh3U COnfCT the feasibilil - v of >»0N «« Panics' 

dtspute through alternative dispute resolu.ton methods such as mediat.on or arbitrate with a mentor or 

ITS" T '° by £ COUnSd Sha " di5CUSS WUh ,heir d,Cn,S ,he resolullon of dispute through an 

alternate dispute resolutton method prior to the conference with opposing counsel 

BELIEF FROM RULE 38. 1 DEADLINES: CONTINUANCES ON INACTIVE CALENDAR The 
™E 3 MOUOn r °. Set Wi,hi " n,ne after the act.on is filed. D.scovery is to be completed about two 

months later (see Late : Discovery above) A motion to vacate or abate this order will no. change the deadlines A 
premature Motion to Set violates Rule 1 1 . A.R.P.C. u«aunes a 

Forgoodcause. the assigned judge may extend time for dismissal or continue the action on Inactive 
Calendar to an appropriate date. If an arbitration hearing has been held or is set m the near future, the date of 
fcaj hearmg should be .ncludcd .n any motion to extend Rule 38.1 deadUnes or to continue on Inac.ve Calendar 
S.tpulauons to contmue and delays for senlemem negotiations are not good cause. Except in ex.raord.narv cases 
the court will not grant trial continuances based on late discovery. 
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Case Number CV2002-020739 



SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 
MARICOPA COUNTY 



COURT ADMINISTRATION 



••FILED" 

5/21/2003 
Clerk of ihe Court 

Ct. Admin 
Deputy 



Ronald Kramer 

V. 

Antonio Forrer 



The Honorable Anna Baca is the assigned judge lo this action. 

NOTICE TO SET ARBITRATION HEARING 

Pursuant to Rule 74 (b) of the Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure, the arbitration hcarins was to commence 
later than 4/9/2003, 1 20 days after the "Notice of Appointment'. 



no 



The arbitrator. ROBERT H KREUTZER (013041). 

IS ADVISED TO SET A DATE AND TIME FOR HEARING AND MAIL THE Notice of Arbitration Hearing" 
by 5/30/2003. or the matter wiU be referred to the assigned judge for appropriate action. 
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Description oty tot 
Attorney for Defendants CASES CU2002-020739 

CIUIL mm m 001 136.00 

TOTAL AMOUNT 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE oTaRIzSnT 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 
RONALD KRAMER and LEILLA KRAMER ) 
Plaintiffs 



vs. 



ANTONIO FORRER and 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION 

Defendants. 



i 

) 

! 

) 



No. CV2002-020739 
ANSWER 



Defendants Antonio Forrer and Roadrunner Construction ("Defendants") by and 
through their attorney undersigned, hereby respond to Plaintiffs complaint as follows: 

1 - Defendants are without sufficient information so as to form a belief as to 
the truth or falsity of the allegations of paragraph 1 , and therefore denies them. 

2. Answering paragraph 2, Defendants admit that Antonio Forrer is the 
qualifying party for Forrer Construction. Inc., which does business under the name 
Roadrunner Construction, and denies the remainder of the allegations of this 
paragraph. 

3. Defendants admit the allegations of paragraph 3. 

4. Defendants deny the allegations of paragraphs 8 and 13 (listed in the 
complaint as paragraph 1 located between paragraphs 12 and 14). 



l 



11. Answering paragraph 14, Defendants admit that this matter arises out of 
contract. 

12. As the.r affirmative defenses, Defendants alleges failure to state a claim 
upon which relief could be granted, prior material breach of contract, repudiation of 
contract, offset and wrong party. 

WHEREFORE, Defendants pray that the complaint be dismissed and that they 
be awarded their attorneys fees to the extent that this Court determines that this matter 

arises out of contract, along with their costs, 
j 

Dated this Jlc^dav of November 2002. 




Douglt_ 
Attorney for Defendants 



Copy of the foregoing answer 
mailed this r&'ijay of 
November, 2002 to: 



Joel Sannes 
Greenberg Traurig LLP 
Attorneys at Law 
Suite 700 

2375 E. Camelback Road 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
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GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
SUITE 700 
2375 EAST CAMELBACK ROAD 
PHOENIX. ARIZONA 85016 
(602) 445-8000 



Joel E. Sannes, #015999 
Kristine Kunkel, #021876 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Kramers 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 



RONALD KRAMER AND 
LEILLA KRAMER, 



Plaintiffs, 



v. 



ANTONIO FORRER AND 
ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION, 

Defendant. 



No. CV2002-020739 



AFFIDAVIT OF DEFAULT 
AGAINST DEFENDANTS ANTONIO 
FORRER AND ROADRUNNER 
CONSTRUCTION 



STATE OF ARIZONA 
COUNTY OF MARICOPA 



ss. 



KRISTINE A. KUNKEL, upon her oath, deposes and states: 
1. 1 am one of the attorneys for Plaintiffs Ronald Kramer and Leilia Kramer 
and file this Affidavit in accordance with Rule 55 of the Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure. 
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2. Defendants ANTONIO FORRER and ROADRUNNER CONSTRUCTION, 
against whom a judgment for affirmative relief is sought, have failed to plead or otherwise 
defend as provided for by the Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure. 

3. Since the confirmation of service by personal hand delivery on October 29, 
2002, of a copy of the Complaint seeking affirmative relief upon these parties, the 
statutory time, exclusive of the day of service, within which these parties may plead or 
otherwise defend, has passed. The original affidavit of service was previously filed with 
the Court. 

4. To the best of my knowledge, Antonio Forrer and Roadrunner Construction 

- 

| are not active members of any of the armed services. 

WHEREFORE. Affiant demands that default be entered against Defendants 
ANTONIO FORERR, in his individual capacity and ROADRUNNER 
CONSTRUCTION. 

DATED this 2.V~ 3ay of November, 2002. 




GREENBERG TRAURJG, LLP 

By: 

Knstme a" Kunkel 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this'^day of November, 2002 by 
KRISTINE A. KUNKEL. 




